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The simulation period was limited to April 1, 1977 to October 31, 1977. The heat exchange
component of MASS1 was recalibrated for this period and the conditions listed below. Simulated
temperatures were compared to observed at several locations. Table 1 summarizes the comparison

for the period. Several figures follow showing graphical comparisons.

This simulation was performed using the following conditions:

e Observed 1977 flows for model boundaries:

— Columbia River at Grand Coulee (hourly),



— Snake River at Anatone (daily),
— North Fork Clearwater River at Dworshak (hourly), and
— Clearwater River at Orofino (daily)

e Observed 1977 flows at all gaged tributaries;

e Constant project forebay stages (normal pool elevation);

e Observed 1977 daily water temperatures at Grand Coulee;

e Observed 1977 daily water temperatures at Anatone;

e Dworshak and Orofino temperatures set to that observed at Spalding;

e \Water temperatures at tributaries were set to observed 1977 daily values when available, long
term monthly averages when observed data not available;

e Gas levels were assumed to be 100% saturated in the Grand Coulee and Dworshak forebays,
and at all tributaries;

e At all projects, spill was assumed to occur only if the powerhouse capacity was exceeded?;
and

e Meteorology data was used from the following stations (see Figures 134 and 135):

— Pranghorn Airport, Wenatchee,
— Hanford Meteorological Station, and
— Portland International Airport.

1The application of this rule resulted in zero spill at all projects for the entire season.
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Table 1: Statistical comparison of simulated and observed tempera-
tures from April through September (RMS and AME units

are degrees Celsius)

N | R?| Bias | RMS | AME

LMN Scroll Case | 128 | 0.89 | -0.36 | 152 | 1.17

LGS Scroll Case | 124 | 0.89 | -0.30 | 1.49 | 1.18

IHR Scroll Case | 200 | 0.94 | -0.17 | 1.31 | 1.02

RIS Scroll Case | 212 | 0.98 | -0.30 | 0.59 | 0.49

MCN Scroll Case | 151 | 0.97 | -0.94 | 1.26 | 1.06

BON Scroll Case | 85| 0.97 | -1.25 | 156 | 1.35

Snake R. @ Burbank | 210 | 0.95 | -0.33 | 1.27 | 0.95
Columbia R. @ Vernita Bridge | 214 | 0.98 | -0.29 | 0.62 | 0.51
Columbia R. @ Richland | 214 | 0.98 | -0.57 | 0.82 | 0.68
ColumbiaR. @ Umatilla | 201 | 0.98 | -0.47 | 0.77 | 0.62
Columbia R. @ Warrendale | 214 | 0.98 | -0.37 | 1.26 | 0.95
Columbia R. @ Vancouver | 191 | 0.97 | -0.69 | 1.46 | 1.10
ColumbiaR. @ Kalama | 214 | 0.98 | -0.75 | 1.28 | 1.01




Columbia River @ Grand Coulee
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Figure 1: Flow and temperature boundary conditions at Grand Coulee dam.



Snake River @ Anatone
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Figure 2: 1977 Snake River flow and temperature boundary conditions at Anatone.



Clearwater River @ Orofino
40000

35000

30000

25000 | \

20000

Flow, cfs

15000

T
-
444——/‘)

10000

T
-

N A
5000 | ‘ \

\ A A N
| [\ (2SWAW

N, ; I\ [AVASY W

_/\\"\ ’/‘,/\,\/ ~/ \A‘\\, /J \\ A - J \‘/

o 1 1 1 1

0lJan77 01Mar77 01May77 01Jul77 01Sep77

W M

01Nov77 01Jan78

Clearwater River @ Spaulding
25

20

15

Temperature, C

10

0
01Jan77 01Mar77 01May77 01Jul77 01Sep77

01Nov77 0lJan78

Figure 3: 1977 Clearwater River flow and temperature boundary conditions at Orofino. Tempera-
ture is taken from the Spaulding gage downstream.



NF Clearwater River @ Dworshak
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Figure 4: 1977 North Fork Clearwater River flow and temperature boundary conditions at Dwor-
shak dam. Temperature is taken from the Spaulding gage downstream.
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Figure 5: Comparison of simulated temperature and observed scroll
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case temperature (instantaneous) at Little Goose dam.
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Simulated Temperature, C
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Figure 6: Comparison of simulated temperature and observed scroll
case temperature (instantaneous) at Lower Monumental

dam.
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Simulated Temperature, C
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Figure 7: Comparison of simulated temperature and observed scroll
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case temperature (instantaneous) at lce Harbor dam.
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Water Temperature, C

Rock Island Scroll Case
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Figure 8: Comparison of simulated temperature and observed scroll
case temperature (instantaneous) at Rock Island dam.
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Simulated Temperature, C
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Figure 9: Comparison of simulated temperature and observed scroll
case temperature (instantaneous) at McNary dam.
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Water Temperature, C

Bonneville Scroll Case
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Figure 10: Comparison of simulated temperature observed scroll
case temperature (instantaneous) at Bonneville dam.




Simulated Temperature, C
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Figure 11: Comparison of simulated and observed daily mean
Columbia River temperature at the USGS gage near Van-

couver, Washington.
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2 1994 Weather Scenario

This scenario is the same as the 1977 conditions scenario, except that 1994 weather, from the same
stations (Wenatchee, Hanford, Portland), was used. This means that the same water temperatures
were used at the boundaries (Grand Coulee and Clearwater and Snake Rivers).

Graphical comparisons to the 1977 conditions scenario at several locations follow. Note that the
change in weather conditions only apply within the MASS1 domain, so water temperature differ-
ences near model boundaries (Chief Joseph forebay, Figure 13, for example) are very small. Those
differences grow as the water travels through the system.

Simulated TDG saturations were very similar to the 1997 conditions, because the same flows were
used, that is, there was no spill. Any differences are due to heating and cooling of water within the
MASS1 domain.
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Figure 13: Time series comparison at Chief Joseph forebay of the
1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 14: Scatter plot comparison, by month, at Chief Joseph fore-
bay of the 1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 15: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compar-
ison, by month, at Chief Joseph forebay of the 1994
weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 16: Time series comparison at Rock Island forebay of the
1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 17: Scatter plot comparison, by month, at Rock Island fore-
bay of the 1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 18: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compar-
ison, by month, at Rock Island forebay of the 1994
weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 19: Time series comparison at Priest Rapids forebay of the
1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 20: Scatter plot comparison, by month, at Priest Rapids fore-
bay of the 1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 21: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compar-
ison, by month, at Priest Rapids forebay of the 1994
weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 22: Time series comparison at Lower Granite forebay of the
1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 23: Scatter plot comparison, by month, at Lower Granite
forebay of the 1994 weather and 1977 conditions sce-

nario.
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Figure 25: Time series comparison temperature in the Little Goose
forebay for the 1994 weather and 1977 conditions sce-
nario.
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Figure 26: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature in the
Little Goose forebay for the 1994 weather and 1977 con-
ditions scenario.
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Figure 28: Time series comparison at Ice Harbor forebay of the 1994
weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 29: Scatter plot comparison, by month, at Ice Harbor forebay
of the 1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 31: Time series comparison of TDG saturatio at the Ice Har-
bor tailwater monitor in the 1994 weather and 1977 con-
ditions scenario.
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Figure 32: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of TDG saturation at
the Ice Harbor tailwater monitor in the 1994 weather and

1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 33: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
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scenario.
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Figure 34: Time series comparison at McNary forebay of the 1994
weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 35: Scatter plot comparison, by month, at McNary forebay
of the 1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 36: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
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Figure 37: Time series comparison at Bonneville forebay of the
1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 38: Scatter plot comparison, by month, at Bonneville forebay
of the 1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 40: Time series comparison at Camas/Washougal fixed mon-
itor of the 1994 weather and 1977 conditions scenario.
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Figure 41: Scatter plot comparison, by month, at Camas/Washougal
fixed monitor of the 1994 weather and 1977 conditions

scenario.
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3 BaseCase Scenario

Simulation of this scenario was the same as the 1994 Weather Scenario, with the following modi-
fications:

Dworshak discharge was increased to 10.0 kcfs from July 1 to September 30, with 1977
flows for remainder of the season;

e Dworshak temperature during that period was assumed to be 8.89°C (48°F) July 1 to Septem-
ber 30, with temperatures the same as the 1994 Weather Scenario for the remainder of the
season;

e Clearwater main stem temperature during the July 1 to September 30 were estimated using
the method described in Appendix A; and

e Flow is augmented on the Columbia in order to maintain flows at Priest Rapids above 65
kcfs.

Figure 43 compares the Clearwater River boundary conditions used in the Base Case scenario to
those used in the 1994 Weather scenario. When the Priest Rapids discharge (in the 1994 Weather
scenario) dropped below 65 kcfs, the amount required to bring it to 65 kcfs was lagged 6 hours
(the approximate wave travel time from Grand Coulee to Priest Rapids) and added to the original
(1977) Grand Coulee discharge. Figure 44 compares the discharge used at Grand Coulee with the
1994 Weather scenario, and also shows the result change in flow at Priest Rapids. In general, this
augmentation had the desired effect — Priest Rapids minimum flows were raised, but minimum
flows were closer to 60 kcfs than 65 kcfs. This is probably because the wave travel time between
Grand Coulee was not precisely 6 hours. Any augmentation done in this fashion in going to be
imprecise.
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Figure 44: Altered flow boundary conditions at Grand Coulee and
comparison of resulting flow at Priest Rapids.

49



‘0l1euads

13U\ ¥66T pue ase) aseg syl ul Aegaiod HD 8yl 18 ainjesadwal JO uosLiedwod saLds awi] Gy aInbi4

01eUddS ase) aseg

0OueULIS IBylea\ 66T

LL6T
T0-¥0

1161 1061 1061 1061 1061 1061 1261
1001 10-60 10-80 10-20 10-90 10-50 1050
%
T T T T T T
- {50 o
(9]
Q
3
?
g
&
172
Q
o
o 8
@
N
o
o
[0
«Q
3
(0]
172
L 450 O
T
1261 1061 1061 1061 1061 1061 uetr OHBUSIS 8se] ased OHBUSIS 19LHESM V66T
1001 10-60 10-80 10-20 10-90 10-50 1050
, , , , ; ; & 1261 1061 1061 1061 1061 1461
10-0T 10-60 10-80 10-20 10-90 10-50
T T T T T T
1
14
AV PN

olRUBIS Bse) aseq
Il Il

o
D '0URUBDS Jayyea/ v66T WOl ainyesadwa | wnwixey Ared ul abueyd

S¢

€
ainjesadwsa] Aegalod (HD

D ‘aunyesadwa Jsrep pareinwIS

50



Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

CHJ Forebay Temperature

May

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

July

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

September

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

June

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

August

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

October

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

Figure 46: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at the

CHJ Forebay in the Base Case and 1994 Weather sce-

nario.
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Figure 47: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the CHJ Forebay in the
Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 49: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the CHQW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 50: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the CHQW Fixed Mon-
itor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 52: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at the

WEL Forebay in the Base Case and 1994 Weather sce-

nario.
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Figure 53: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the WEL Forebay in the
Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 55: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the WELW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 56: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the WELW Fixed Mon-
itor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 58: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at the

RRH Forebay in the Base Case and 1994 Weather sce-

nario.
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Figure 59: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the RRH Forebay in the
Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 61: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the RRDW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 62: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the RRDW Fixed Mon-
itor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 64: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at the

RIS Forebay in the Base Case and 1994 Weather sce-

nario.
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Figure 65: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the RIS Forebay in the
Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 67: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at the

RIGW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather

scenario.
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Figure 68: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the RIGW Fixed Moni-
tor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 70: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at the

WAN Forebay in the Base Case and 1994 Weather sce-

nario.

75




Fn(x)

Fn(x)

Fn(x)

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.2

0.0

1.0

0.8

0.2 0.4 0.6

0.0

WAN Forebay Temperature

May
—— Base Case Scenario
T —— 1994 Weather Scenario
T T T T T
5 10 15 20 25
Temperature, C
July
T T T T T
5 10 15 20 25
Temperature, C
September
T T T T T
5 10 15 20 25

Temperature, C

0.8 1.0
1

Fn(x)
0.6

0.2 0.4
1

0.0
1

T T T T T
5 10 15 20 25

Temperature, C

August

1.0

0.8
1

Fn(x)

0.4
1

0.2

Temperature, C

October

1.0

0.6

Fn(x)

0.4
1

0.2

0.0
1

5 10 15 20 25

Temperature, C

Figure 71: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the WAN Forebay in
the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.

76



01eUddS ase) aseg

0OueULIS IBylea\ 66T

"01J1RUSIS JBYTe3
¥66T pue aseD aseg ayi Ul JOJIUOIA Paxi4 MNWVM a4l 18 ainjesadwa) Jo uostiedwod salias awi] :z/ ainbi-

1161 1161 1167 1161 1167 1161 1161
10-0T 10-60 10-80 10-20 10-90 10-60 10-v0
-
T T T T T T
- {50 o
(9]
Q
3
®
g
&
12
I3
0 2
@
N
o
o
[0
«Q
3
(0]
2]
L 450 O
T
1261 1061 1061 1061 1061 1061 uetr OHBUSIS 8se] ased OHBUSIS 19LHESM V66T
10-0T 10-60 10-80 10-20 10-90 10-50 10-v0
: : : : , , & o 116T 1161 1167 1161 1161 1161 1161
5 10-0T 10-60 10-80 10-20 10-90 10-60 10-70
a T T T T T T 0
[v)
ol
4z mGu
<
W i S
: -~
17 3 sz
\/z g g
/ /\, 3 = a\%) - 0T
N/ [N A\ . B el
;,\/Z\/\/\\/\/SKQ//\ v ,:\g [\\ v\\L/\ A o 3
c
@
W .
2 ‘;z;fz Hst
. H %
© , .,
= 5 . ,
3 L ——
5
@ - -1 0¢
{z %
[}
@
3
2
OlreUaas ase) aseg o
. . e O o7

ainjesadwa] JOHUOA Paxi4 MINVMWN

D ‘aunyesadwa Jsrep pareinwIS

7



Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

WANW Fixed Monitor Temperature

May

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

July

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

September

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

June

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

August

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

October

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

Figure 73: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the WANW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 74: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the WANW Fixed Mon-
itor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 76: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at the

PRD Forebay in the Base Case and 1994 Weather sce-

nario.
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Figure 77: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the PRD Forebay in the
Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 79: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at the

LWG Forebay in the Base Case and 1994 Weather sce-

nario.
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Figure 82: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the LGNW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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son, by month, of temperature at the LGNW Fixed Mon-
itor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 85: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at the

LGS Forebay in the Base Case and 1994 Weather sce-

nario.
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Figure 88: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the LGSW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the LGSW Fixed Mon-
itor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 91: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at the

LMN Forebay in the Base Case and 1994 Weather sce-

nario.
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Figure 94: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the LMNW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 97: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at the

IHR Forebay in the Base Case and 1994 Weather sce-

nario.
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Figure 98: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the IHR Forebay in the
Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 101: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compar-
ison, by month, of temperature at the MCN Forebay in
the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 103: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the MCPW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 104: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compar-
ison, by month, of temperature at the MCPW Fixed
Monitor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 106: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the JDA Forebay in the Base Case and 1994 Weather

scenario.
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Figure 107: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compar-
ison, by month, of temperature at the JDA Forebay in
the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 109: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the JHAW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 110: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the JHAW Fixed Mon-
itor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 113: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compar-
ison, by month, of temperature at the TDA Forebay in
the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.

118



01eUddS ase) aseg

0OueULIS IBylea\ 66T

*01JRU3IS JaYIeaMA
¥66T pue aseD aseg ay) Ul J0JIUOA Paxi4 OAd.L ayl 1e ainjesadwa) Jo uostiedwod salss swi] :#TT a4nbi-

1261 1061 1061 1061 1061 1061 1261
1001 10-60 10-80 10-20 10-90 10-50 1050
0
T T T T T T
L Hor
o
(9]
Q
L {oz 8
o
&
12
I3
L Joe 8
@
N
o
o
[0
«Q
L dor g
(0]
“““““““““““““““““ 2]
(@]
L 4 os
09
1061 1161 1061 1061 1161 1061 uetr T OUELBIS 8SE] Bsed OUBLBIS JSLTESM ¥66T
1001 10-60 10-80 10-20 10-90 10-50 1050
, , , , ; ; £ o 1161 L1161 1061 1061 1061 1061 1061
3 10-0T 10-60 10-80 10-20 10-90 10-50 1050
a T T T T T T 0
[v)
id
4z mGu
<
5 - 4s
= \\,
2
1 2
g £
- l Hor
A o f: i
o 0 m \s\i‘a
@ o
> o
3 \iy "
3 L el Jat
| o
£ ///5 o
w R o
8 . Lx\
2 L ; 1 oz
1z &
[}
@
3
2
OlreUaas ase) aseg o
. . e O o7

ainjesadwa) JOHUOIA PaXi4 OddL

D ‘aunyesadwa Jsrep pareinwIS

119



Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

TDDO Fixed Monitor Temperature

May

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

July

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

September

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

Simulated 1994 Weather Scenario Temperature, C

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

June

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

August

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

October

T T T T
10 15 20 25

Simulated Base Case Scenario Temperature, C

Figure 115: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the TDDO Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 116: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the TDDO Fixed Mon-
itor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 119: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compar-
ison, by month, of temperature at the BON Forebay in
the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 121: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the WRNO Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 122: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compar-
ison, by month, of temperature at the WRNO Fixed
Monitor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 124: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the CWMW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 125: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compar-
ison, by month, of temperature at the CWMW Fixed
Monitor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 127: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the KLAW Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 128: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compari-
son, by month, of temperature at the KLAW Fixed Mon-
itor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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Figure 130: Scatter plot comparison, by month, of temperature at

the WANO Fixed Monitor in the Base Case and 1994

Weather scenario.
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Figure 131: Cumulative frequency distribution (CFD) plot compar-
ison, by month, of temperature at the WANO Fixed
Monitor in the Base Case and 1994 Weather scenario.
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A Estimation of Clearwater Main Stem Temperature

In the 1997 conditions and 1994 weather scenarios, water temperatures for the Clearwater main
stem at Orofino and the North Fork Clearwater at Dworshak are assumed to be that observed at the
USGS Spaulding gage downstream. This is acceptable since observed flows were used at both of
those model boundaries.

In other scenarios, the flows used at the Dworshak model boundary differ from observed, and
temperatures are synthetic, so that using the Spaulding temperatures at the Orofino boundary is
not acceptable. In these scenarios, a temperature record is estimated for the Clearwater main stem
at Orofino using the temperatures from the USGS gage on the North Fork of the Clearwater near
Canyon Ranger station (13340600). The Canyon Ranger station was in operation during 1977 and
overlaps the Orofino record from 1993 to 1996 (data in hand).

A simple linear regression of daily means at these two station was performed. The results are
shown in Figure 132. The developed relation is

The adjusted coefficient of determination (r2) of this relation is 0.9876 and the standard error is

0.79°C. Clearwater main stem temperatures estimated for 1977 using the above relation are shown
in Figure 133.
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Figure 132: Linear regression estimating Clearwater main stem tem-
perature from North Fork Clearwater temperatures.
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Figure 133: Estimated Clearwater main stem temperatures for 1977.
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B MASSI1 Mode Schematics
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Figure 134: Schematic of MASS1 application to the mid-Columbia.
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